’ 4 


Dear Harold (cc Sylvia), 


8/14/01 


There is nothing i n you r latest i • 

TSf 1 ssfs,*— «. m*-.. tat , 

you have my corresponded a .f^ ide na de of CE 843 pi us son, d ?° mnient on your related 
slide when I come down)." With Angel on this and the £?* 

Your first note, written fl f + 

iVS & sir* ir: r/T’ «*— «** 

show him, based on tL evSnod^ lgn ° red w * a t he ignored *?*** ?" e evid *nce, 
absolutely persuasive thlt th ® asked me to consld«?S^M /f ely "“ted to 
this aspect well a nr? t u was no case at all v ^ 0 und so 

not "? tyPe ° f res P°nsd f ° r ‘letSrd^t^SLw* 1 d ° n0t knoH 

not going beyond what he cannot ^ not overstepping *hat he dlA 0 *” 1 ® up wlth 

Don t worry about us all pavine ?* ® ccept * ea P. cases where he ddd con sidered, 
knowledge of and beliefs S aif Sf +1 £° SSlble misuse of my let W » ^ stim °ny. 
do because if what I have s*fd\ crdtica ‘ That is the leasth^” “ the state of 
If he wants to cast aspersions « S incom P le te, it is still res^n^i thing f ° r hi ® to 

“jk. ^ *- - - — 

~ ~“EL b £ 

As you can see from th inK * 

in ay L^eu^tdiT"^ onlelfd ^ t0 chlde him a bit 

is "■>* to «■&«* £; .Sns’ as 1 out 

t;; less 

- "° rt *" PUMlSh “- - - - — «h to thf ooto. 


This may be a 
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